SPEECH OF MR. HUNT,
OF LOUISIANA,
ON THE NEBRASKA QUESTION.

Horvse or Rergsunrarives, Maren 23, 1854,

¢’ . . - r
The House being in Committee of the Whole on
the state of the Union—
Mr. HUNT said: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise under s deep
eense of publio duty to address the committee on the bill
to organize the Terfitories of lnnsas sud Nebroska, In
expressing iy sentiments, sir, I will speak in the spirit
of n national representative, freely and indspendently,
uninfluenced by sectional prejudices, unmoved by clawior

here or ¢lrewbere, with n miad istent upon the right, |

and anxious to promote the best interests of the country,
to stcure 1is peace and harmony, and to perpetuste the
wuion of these States, Trammeled by o vesteietion of this
Hause injurious to free discussion, 1 will be compelled to
condense what [ have Lo say, and must therclope reguest
that ! may not be interrupted, vnless, unhappily sod |
against my prodetermiuation, 1 should say sught which |
way wound the sensililides or touch the sense of honur
of sny gentleman o this floor.

The Ll proposes a repeal of the Missour! compromise.
Lam cpposed to s re violative cf good fuith, as
eontrary to the true f the country, ay engendering
disourd and dissension nmong tie people of the different
soctions of the country, aal putting to hazard the per-

Speaker of the Honse, and as the journal does not show which
way the Speak rvotes, oxeept in the case of u tie, I am not
ahlo to tell with cortainty how Iactuully did vote ; but I have
no carthly doubt that I voted, in common with my other
Scuthern [Hiends, for the adoption of the line of 56° 30", S
the matier cnded in 1520."
Before proceeding further with theevidence, I will here
correct what nppesrs to me an ervor of fuct in the report-
od speech of the very eloquent and lesrned gentleman
from Georgia. After correctly asserting that Mr. Clay
was not tbe anthor of the prohibition of slavery north of
49° 304, the gentleman says: *“Ie (Mr. Clay) did not
vate for it.” It appeors to me that there is no authority
fur this positive assertion; but that indeed the proof iz
the other way; for Mr. Cluy says ‘e Aas no earthiy
deudt he voted, incommon with his other Southera friends,
for ihe adoption of the line of 86° 3077
‘The venerable and distinguishied member from Mizsouri,
(Col. Baxrow,) I quate from the Natiooal Intelligencer,
in one of the chapters of his interesting work, recently
given to the publie, briefly reviews the history of the
Missouri compromise, giving in the course of it the en-
tire vole of the Senators upon the subject, and then ndds:
*In the House there was romne division awong the Southern

membera i tut the whole vote I_n‘I'u:for of it was 134 to 42 in mise, and which prnyused to extend the line of 86° 307
the puegative, the lutter comprising some Northern mewbers,

us the furmer did & mojority of the Southern; minong them "l""f‘i'grh ‘:_‘* Il'llf:l‘:ug‘ ulmOrerglpu. Jhgﬂmliudnlalnut :‘Hj
one whoso opinivn Lod s weight vever excoeded by that of f'm > -:r’ ’Y‘L ) "\Im r“ rom the South snd padse

any olher American statesmnn, WitLias Lowspes, of Souath the Benate, Ulf it \vl‘ts afterwards disagreed to in lrl-\-

a. The iy ai ninmes shawa the Miswouri coppromine House. Most '-"_‘ l.llf.‘ Southerp l‘epre’cntlti\".‘ff voted for

\ it; but the majority of the House voted ngainst it, be-

, by the consent of

entitled to ndmiseion under the
stitution. And such Statcs as may be

mitted into the Union with or without slavery, ¢
of ench Histe asking sdmission may desire, And in sven

of said Missouri compromien line SLAVERY or involuutory ger-
vitude (exeept for crime) SHALL BE PRONIBITED,”

The parlismentary history of this transaction is ex-
ceedingly intercsting, not only a8 proving the recognition
of the Missouri compromise, but also as showing thut the
Cline of 80° 007 was adopted, in the inetance, on motion
of Mr. Dovaraz, the present Senator from lilinois, and
thut it was made applicable to Stales ag well as Territoriot
north of 30° S07

Lia debate in the Senate in 1848, on the Oregon bill,
Mr. Dovctas, of lllisols, who has sinee, in a leiter pul-
lished lo the newspapers, avowed himself the uuthor of
the present bill to repenl the Missouri compromise, offer-
ed an amendoient which recognised the Missouri ¢ompro-

thas

manency of this hlessed and glorious Usicn.

To develop tay views clesrly it will be neceseary to pd- |
vert to tie histery of the compromise, aad to show its |
truc character. 4

In 1E14 o Lill nnthorizing the pedple

of Micw
aud Neat i
Cingress upoa the ndmissicn of Missouri
the Union uuon an egaal foliyz with the ¢
failed by a oian

Jeet of siavery,
fuvor o

1787,

v of Represo
fa cliuve in the bill eontaining th
ile the Senate wus oppored to that
xt session, in Deevwher, 1519, the people of
vi presented oo wemorial 10 Congress praying to be
nedd to hald n convention to form g fom and
State governiant, a8 preliminary to thé d £
gread on the wdmissics of Mizsouri, Simultaneously the
people of Maine applied for the admission of Maine ssa
Btate indo the Upion. At that time the public mind had
been arcused and excited on the subject of slavery. The
Narth and the South stood opposed to vich other in see.

siopal and angrr array: the Norih deterinined on pro. ol

hibiting nid
slavery into Missoari wnd the other portd
apa Tervitory, The Jobates in Co 1 were of the
most violent and prejudiced ehuracier, The passions ef
both purties were exasperated nnd ivilamueld by hented
nonious diseussions, This stute of bad fecling
ed by the opposite views of the two Houses!
of Cougreds. A majority of the House was for a restrie-
slon uf the odmission of slavery : but o majority of the
Seuaty was ¢pposed to any such resteiction, The patriots
of the ocuyntry began to tremble for our libertics, for
bat Un’oa which is their only gaarauty and safeguerd.
In a lotzer written at the time by Mr. Jefferson, hesays:
souri question is the most porten-ons ene which
Yreatened our Union. In the gloomiest momeni of
evolutionary war I never had any apyrobension equal to
wtl from this source.”
In this eritieal and truly alarming condition of publie
feeling, under the dispensation of aa all-wizse and kind
I'rovidecce, the virtue of the repulblic manifested itseld

e South equally determined on admitiing
‘ol the Louisi-

vit @ Nouthern weasire, end the evenl put the seal wpon
hwrarter by whowdng i to be AceReravil: To Tuk Sortin” [ enuse they wers unwilling to extend the compromize lie
The next witness whose testimony 1 shall bring to | of Missouri lu‘fill'.’ Territory of Oregon., This clear aud
the netice of the House is Charles linckuey, of South | dlstinet vote of the Housu has bren lately argned to be a
Curu :

wment is o flimsy to delude any well-balunced mind A
refusal to extend the Missonri compromine ling to another
territory thon Missonri wias not a repudiation of the Mis-
sourl comprowise, about which all were agreed, but o
simple refusal to muke snather such compromize for the
government of the Oregon Territory.

In the diseussions in Conaress and out of it, ecn the
compromise measures of 1558, no publie spenker or writer |
of the Seuth ever contended that the Missourl compremise
wiks, il any way or menner, conpected with or atfected |
Ly those measures,

Iu 1831 the two gread partios of the country, composing
the soveraign peovle, met in their soveral couvestions,

rentleman, it wust be recvllscted, wis nn aative
fihe Convention which frivmdd the Cunstitution of
ited Siates; wasa memboer of the Sensie from 1708

il 1ty whea hig wias Minister to Spain by Mr.
Terson: onid subiso 1 South Carolinn in
uze of Ry 1521 3 ol of which
Y ! servaut, ns well as
ra Bmte == Natianal dnteliiypenced of

Cosuanss Hatn, Mamow 2, 18520,
Phreeo'elock ut niyht,
Deaw Sime T haeston to inform you that this moment we
Bave carrled the question to sdmit Migsouri and ajl Lisuisiang

to the sourhrard of 6> 00", (roe of the restrieton of slavery, Ly g aqeh solemnly approved and ratified the compromise
nnd give the Elaee, o it of wiie, wivd .m'-rti - 34

. . . § i 18a0—not, kir, Hoenti ¢ .
- st vif the United Staies, 1t 18 | IFU'.‘:‘_I,N?,ZII e w’t: “r_' h".‘j““_““"“Yud“l“m!“”} 3:;5’
J UERK BY TIE SLAVEROLDING STATES As A ogmap SUptvSeded or uny cemprownise aunu ed anl set aside,

“ Third. New Elates of convenient size, not exceeding four
in number, in addition to said State of Texns, and -ha:i:ix on ewrth, foreign or
sufficient population, "I’Le
Siate, be formed out of terri! thereof, whiel shull be
) of the Federal Con-

formed out of that por-
tion of sald territory lylvg south of 86° 80’ north latitude,
commaenly knoen s the Missortri compromise line, shall be ad-
as the peoplo

Srate on Svates as mny be formed out of said territory north

repudiation of the Missourl compromise; but the argu- [ bers ; but he will uphold the iustitutions and interests of

mined policy; and this is our acknewledged
cured IE;’ thi Constitation and laws of the country.

But while this is our policy, this "our determination, I
can see no sound reason of State nﬁﬁu}, no wise and just
consideration of interest that would justify us in disturb-
ing settled compacts und dutro:in'i.tho peace and bar-
mouy of the various sections of Union, There are
those who desire that the slaveholding States should ac-
quire additional territory in the belief or hope of cffect-
ivg snd preserving s balance or equilibriuei between
them and the nou-slavcholding States. But this is a vain
and delusive hope.
The fuct cannot be disgnised that slavery in our coun-
try caunot keep pace with the growth of the white race.
It was demonstrated by Mr. Calboun himself in his last
speesh delivered on the compromise measures of 1850,
on the 4th of March, and is confirmed still more strongly
by the tables of the lpst census. And this is owizg not
oniy to the natore of things, but to the establishad policy
of the Government. In addition to the natural and ex-
traordinary growth of the free population under our libe-
ral institutions, the emigration from all parts of the world
is pouring its coplous streams over the country ; aud
these streams, for the most patt, find or make their chan-
uels in the now States.

“ Westward the eourse of emplre takes its way."”

The wise and sagacious Southern statesmun, under
these eircumstanees, will not lovk forward tor the protee-
tion and advancement of the interests of the South to a
vain competition for political power in the race of num-

the South by maintaining their just integrity; by pro-
moting her commerce; by fostering and improving her
agricuiture; by encouraging and sypporting appropriate
wmanufaetures within her limits; by caltivating the ants
aud scivuces ; by cherishing snd rewarding the sons of
learning and geniug; by thoroughly eduenting her high-
ly-gifted and puble-minded youth, nureing their leroie
spirit aud developing their gentle gualities, and so furm-
ing and traiuing thewm in all virtue, knowledge, nod nc-
cowplishments 23 to qualify them for all honorable and
nselul labors, and to render thew, as I am proud to say
their progenitors huve ever been, the lights and ornaments
of their country and the world; and, lastly, by strength-
ening the bond of national union throngh the observanoe
of good faith, and making our Northern brethren feel in
this wise policy that interest as weil as fraternal harmony
requires them on their part to support and defend thut

4. ‘Lho votes were cluse—ninely to cighty-elx, (the | but honestly and patriotienlly proclaiming to fhcir_ fellow-
wus 50 first deciurod )—produced by the seevdingund ab- | eountrymen that they rogarded the eompromise, in prin-
a tosr modersto men from the Northy  To the north | ciple aud substance, ssa fnnl settlement of the subjectto
thero is to bo by the preseut law resteiction, whieh | which it relazes ; that they would maintain and insist on|‘
oloa L veted ogoinst. But it isat pre- | the enforeement of the compromise wonsures, ubiding hy |
Pt i waet tract, dninbsbited only by | and adhering to o faithful execution of them; and thet
sk, 15 which uet 3 foot of the lndina they would discountenandée eny efforts to continue or
xtinguishody nod in which, aeoording Lo | papbw the neitution of the questions settled, as having an
duas prevalent, no land vilice will e open for & gremt | oovitable tendency to dirainish the happiness of the
lengih \:ll'[i:;lui‘:‘::'yeti. your obedicnt servant, p":n?la and to endanger tl_.lc integrity of I!}I_a _L'r.i?n‘.
CHARLES, Piyvcxxny. Congress asgembled this vear in the spirit of the wise
. : R =N | men of the two conventions, and umder the brightest
I will cloze the evidence by chowing frim the National |y hi00s ATl the great intrests of the csuntry were
Intelligoneer of the 20th Februury the wE"‘.in Congrass prosperons, Agviewliure, under a hountiful Providence,
on the th section of the act of 6th Mareh, 1820, sud from | 1, g riehly rewarded the labors of the hnshandmsn; com-
Niles's Register the voté on the engrogament of the bill: | popen 5y her spirit of enterprise, bud pushed her peace-
0 THE NATIONAL ISTRLLIGENCER, ful conquests; aud opened new regions for profitable
Jonate there was an equal number of metabers from !
o of tha eountry, aud every member voted npon | yanufuctures hod fouud iusreased employment, and re-
on. OF twenty-lwo Henotors from the Routhern | yiend fpom theirlangaishing condition ; the fisheries, not-
Sirtecn :nl-_wl 1'n_ f'.ll‘llf :I:l the .I't. :lnmliun' r:.'.J;lI _,-;,;_.'n' withstanding some differeuces, h“pp"‘v tia tlis way of mu-
faor 3 'J:, 2,“1 g},‘rli.'; ';',"'r'lwm SRTERRS Ak FORE NG tually advautageous settlement hetween onr country and
Jt.‘_{;;‘?,“urj; }ﬁ‘l‘. thiike ol Representutives i mnjority of the | “l'L'l-'lt Britain, hod left their rich flelds open for the har-
etriction proposed by thy | vesis of our hardy and ndventorous seamen : gur relations

trade and for the gpread of her beosficent infueuces ;|-

Constitution and Union to which they nre indebted for
their unexampled prosperity and progress. The true in-
terests of all lie in union, mutual confidence, und har-
wany. The mottoes of the Revolation are atill the watoh-
words of liberty—X5 Pluribus Unum—united we stand, di-
vided we fall. Present ciroumstances, putting sside, I
mean, the agitation of the sluvery question, are most su-
spicious for the welfure and happiness of this great and
murvellously growing nation. The compromise meakures
have been faithfully execnted, and the fires of patriotism
burn bright in every section of the conntry. May we be
wize enough not to disturh this happy condition of the
republicl

I pow prepose to examine, according to the short time
'ilawml me, some of the arguments of the advocates of
the bill,

Lt is insisted by some of the supporters of the bill that
the Missouri compromise was repudiated in 1850 by & re-
fusnl to extend the line of 36° 307, or tome such line, to
California. 1 Lave elready partly answered this pretence
in my remarks in relation to the Oregon bill. But I am
happy to stute further the grounds of the refusal. Those
who thought Conpress had no right to legislate on the

solemu formality, is often used in the sétllement

tion.

Torritory of Louisiana,
question of slavery in that Territory satisfactory to the
North and the South,

The compromise-of 1850 was an understandiug or ngree-
ment not tu legislate on the subject of slavery for the ter-
ritory acquired from Mexico, and it was a satistuctory
settlement to the North and the South,

_ Now, the ngreement not to legislate is not tobe con-
sidered a repudiation or deninl of the power of Congrass

we kacw that the compromise of 1850 was carried by the
votes and influence of men lika Clay and Webster, who
boldly and constantly avowed that Copgress had the power
to legislate for the Territory. The not legislating was
an act of conviliation towards the South; n ruspect for
the opinions and feelings of those who denied the power
of Congress to legislate for the Territory on the subject
of slavery in o case in which, ns has already leen
shown, slavery was excluided by express law, and by the
etill more powerful lew of nature, This poliey of inuc-
tion bus been erroneously styled mug rriyoress of sion-
interveniion, and is represented as an ective pawer, over-
uling the right of Congress to legislute fur the Terri-
tories, In this way it is now solemnly proclaimed by the
bill that the compromise of 1850 supersedes sud repeals
the compromise of 1820, ;

Lut the compromise measurea give no warrant for this
assumplion of fucts and this reasoning. They contain
no language of repeal. They make no mention of, nor
do they allude to, the compromize of 1820, When Mr,
Webster found himeelf obliged to vote for an nnealled-for
and unnecessary smendment offered by Mr, Soule, from
Louisiuna, providing that the States formaed ont of New
Mexico and Utah should have the right and privilege of
makiog their own constitutions, and of presenting those
constitutions to Congress conformably to the Constitution
of the United States, with or without a prohibition
ngatust slavery as the people of thoSe Terilusies whan
about to begome States may see fit, ko said he voted for
it exactly on the same grounds that he voted against the
introduction of the proviso. ¢ And let it Le remember-
ed,” added he, “ that I am now speaking of New Mexico
nnd Utah and other Territories acquired from Mexico,
upd oF Noruive ELsE,” &e.

The compromise measures, it is clear, were intended
only to have an effect in the Territories for which they
were enacted.  Thelanguage of those acts leaves noroom
for doubt, 1t is specific, and confined in terms to those
Tervitories. It fixes boundaries, and sets forth, in & pro-,
vigo, the ground taken, as already mentioned, in regard
to slavery, It ncither ssserts nor suggests any idea of a
repeal of o any interference with sny previous aet in
relation to any pre-cxisting Territory ; nor does it under-
take authoritatively to lay a basis of government for fu-
ture Territories that may be acquired. The trun charac-
ter of those aces has, in my judgnent, been perfectly de-

pealed by the compromise of 1850; but I know of no
proof, no argument, or authority that sustains the asser-

The compromise of 1820 was an-exercise of the power

of Congress to legislate on the subjeot of slavery in the
and it was o settlement of the

in relation to slavery in the Territory. Ou the contrary,

meaning in relation to that nrt. The object was the | from you an h?“
settlement of the question of v&yhlh“tnﬂbryu- our dmﬂ us, uﬁ
ded, snd the lu;-m the statute relates naturally no s abstract
and directly to that je tion in which we ta re-
st 0 ot i, o Uhe ko 1| Lo o o g -
rela g il to | ex of our 1 eonvic-
wit, slavery in the Territory—in the T¢ of Louisi- | tions of national policy. we
ana, for which the wes made. It ;M:{f cannot acoede to your upon the
great matiers of nationsl and internstionsl w tatives, is of affuirs, this diff
to show the intention of the parties to be to a final .mn:of be by hmuuhz
and permacent settlement. with moderation and with an equal and tender
It is wsgerted that the Missouri ecompromise was re- regard to the fee porties, and with an

reproach, of : ts

voke recrimingtion, md tempestuous passion uﬂﬂul':.{.
voiee of rengon. Ye have oll one common object, the
good of our commm country. We sre one people, and
have one destiny, Tu my mind and my heart American
liberty is insepasble from American union. ‘L#t us nof
then deceive owselves. The question before us is & ques-
tion that con¢'rns the permanency of this Unien. If
agitation is t¢ be renewed, if wounds now cieatrized are
to be torn open and to bleed afresh, if the minds of men
are to be twubled and harassed and excited, if sectional
pnr{nu&ice aad fanaticism, and all the evil passions that
spring outof them, are totake possession of their hearts,
I fear, I frar, Representatives, that the days of our liber-
ty will be numbered. :

But T will indu’ge in no such gloomy anticipations, T
trust in the good fortune of the republis, in happy
destiny under the favor of Divine Providenge; 1 n‘ljy
upon the virtue and intelligence of the people; and I
have n sttong confidence, Representatives, in your wis-
dom el patriotism. Let us, then, consult and
togethier a8 friends and brothers. A short time ngo all
was ¢ontent and harmony. What is there that has arisen
to disturb this happy condition? The questions in rels.
tion to slavery had all been settled. No acquisitions of
territory have since heen made, opening new fields for
controversy and etrife.  How comes it, then, that the
faith of the nation, pledged in the great conventions of
the people against the agitation of the slavery questions,
is 5o little heeded, so.soon forgntten or repudinted? An
appesl is made to us in behslf of Southern honor from
whal i3 cafled o Northern quarter, When did the South
need such prompting?  Was not her honor safe in her
own hands, in her own sense of honorable justice, and in
her own gallantry?  Troe honor is quick snd sensitive
it i3 trne to its own holy impulses; itobeys its own
instinete; it allows no dictation; it spurns the moockery
of an unnuthorized boon. How is it that the chivalric
sons of South Curolina did not step forward to propose
the setting aside of the Missouri compromise? How is
it that the gallant spirits of the other Bouthern States,
men famous in counctl and in arms, have glept over their
rights, to be roused from their slumbers by the stentorinn
voice of e leader from a non-slaveholding State? These
are significant questions, and the answer to them is
clear. Southern honor rested upon Southern faith—
upon Southern faith pledged to the Missouri compromise;
and now T rely upon the sober second thought of the
South to maintain that faith and uphold that honor,

To Representatives from the North I would respect- '
fully say a few words before Rnrting. You are engaged
in muintaining sn act of notiofial faith to which you are
o party. Upon the observance of good faith in our na-
tional compromises; upon ajust public sentiment, secom-
panied with honest action, the permanency of our Gov-
ernment and all our republican institutions entirely de-
pends.  Manifest, then, your devotion to the Coustitution
and the Union, and your love of Ameriean liberty, by a
firm and compact opposition to the anti-faith elanze of

seribed in the wiso and patriotic speech of an illustrious | the Lill before the House. DBut remember that your
son of Massachusetts, (Mr. Eversrr,) published in the | cause is righteous, and will be best advanced by a wise
and moderate spirit of coneiliation and kindness. You
-Aud now that 1 have shown the true character of the | are deeling with your brothers, and your conduct should
compromise of 1850, and that that eompromise does not = be fraternal.  Reason, explain, persuade; but carefully
supersede or repeal the compromise of 1820, I desire to | avoid the sharp retort, the bitter sarcasm, the ungenerous
be distinetly understood ns approving and malutaining janl insulting inuendo, and the fierce and savage denun- i
the late compromise mensures. I believe those measures | ciation of excited and over-wrought disputation. God
had their origin in a spirit of mutual concession, of fra- | knows, gentlemen, I speak not these things in any spirit

s feow sloveholding | with foreign nations were pencefn! nnd friendly; the | subject of slavery in the Territories doubtless found a
wine recorded their [ spirit of internal improvemem was abroad in the land, | suflicient ground for the refusal in that opinion; while S i yor el
a favorof the subasti vat | makivg ways and facilities for trade and commerce and | others, vilko thought, like Mr. Clay, that Congress I.m._d 47 i A
st ity mhilst of the Bepresentatives freiu (be nun slave- | every species of useful intercourse, and bindiog the peaple | that power, but that it was impolitic to exerciso it, as it
- States pinetypiee voteld dn it Levor and waly five | of all sections more closaly together in the bonds of fra- | would, contrary to their views of the true policy of the
RERiLIL, - : : ; | ternal amity and good neighhorheod ; the arts aud sciences | nation, open the Territory to the admission of slavery,
“ The entire vote wes in the Senate, yeas 31, paye 107 and | worp gtenrdily ndvancine ; eidveation, morality, avd reli-

i e Huimas. of Heyresontativer: veas 1 96 nuys 42,7 when, as things stood, slavery was excluded by the Con-
SIS i) 3 Sl R el A Mot S zion were informing, puriiving, aad ¢levating the people, | stitution sod laws of the country, and by the law of na-
The question was tnken on ordering the hill, as amend-

in & soothing and benign spirit of compromize.  The Se-
nate, with a view to induce or coerce the House to con-
pent to the admission of Missouri witbout a restriction
on slavery, had connected the Lill for the admission of | 47
Magine, favored by the House, with the Missouri bill be-
fore ment . But now committees of couference were
called to nchiove the patriotie work of compromise and
upion ; and Mr, Clay informs us—

SR

2 : i : : ing t! ith thei \tiplie ; ture | i to the #0il and climate, based their refusal 3 o ; % !

I {: was | I;;.-.!I_w.v:ulr-l T’.d;s.m un.-lc...h.; 1:n- ;;1;1 & - | o, to be cngroseed and read a third time, sud decided | :;:,z?:;{:":;ﬁ!;: $ a:‘l.lognd:’::li'v?]:ut&l lﬁ?e?iﬁf;nf:ﬁﬂ?:é o:r:h;:u:%?s ol; po‘fii;t nﬁ,,tci;ﬁuﬁe Inr;;t:mnt itwasuot ternal fecling and pateiotism, Ibelieve they huppily re- | of vanity or dictation, but from the bottom of iny heart,
:;:1 % lesvet1a ¢ ';: ;i l“,uul:tu G AN S ved h;‘rm.‘llrrr by yeas and nays: yeas 24, nays 2. land disturbing questions vexed the public mind, but!prelended that the refusnl to make the compromire of 36° ;‘.mfd PE;‘;"" tud barmouy to the country, which hud been | with o fervent wish for the good of our common couatry.
Thomas, i i ! peace and barmony, brotherly love and wutua! conlidenee | 307 for California unniade, snnulled, aud repealed the l‘is rn(_:;ef ;{1 f“l;“"m“l strifes and dissensions ; and 1 b‘e- i I have now spoken my sentiments freely and f:‘;“]e“ly s
of slave wative votes wers Dorbour | prevailed in the breasts of men threugacat the length | conpromise for Missouri. No one sdvoeated such an ab- ieve, if faithfully executed, as they have been up to the | and I trust not unworthily, on the ligh matter involved
T : Drown eud Johnson, of Louisiann | nd breadth of our great Republic, £ sundity; c;:mmencen}ent of the present agitation, they will sceure ' in the consideration of this bill.
bill was ! Teoncese ]-":""“'I and Walker, Uf_i Such was the happy condition of the country when the | It hae been urged by a gentleman of distinguished abi- t]:lpﬂfteu:wnt orilsll';thefn rights e “g:]ll“l tho r‘lurery, e e e —

o Moo FeCH; Galiinrey chugor and Logan, 0f | g0 mon of Diseord leaped into our Hden, and introduced | lity that * the principle embodied in the Missouri eom- | M2t perpotuate the blessings of union to the whole coun- THE CITY OF SALT LAKE
sodth f Kentueky ; Lioyd and nay, of Maryland; King (the lere T ¥ i : S £y itorles should | LY But, while I entertain these opinions, I feel it my ’
oty p : : lliarn B agl Wall Aty S . S\l . the subject of slavery to agitate men’s minds and to turn | promige wus this: *That a line in the Territories shou : ! s

S0 it passed.  mo it went tw Missourl.  So it fora time quiet- | William R and Walker, of Alabawn ; Lenke and Willinwas, | 05 ¢ 2 1 : ; duty to declare that I havenodoubt whatever of the power

1'the soantry.” ! of Misslssipnis Van Dwko aud Horser, of Delnware: and sbeir hearts from one another. ve selected, and slavery excleded on the one gide and im- SESinisins: to faitaluha \ tside of the States | Ertract from a Letter of Lievt. J. Mrrouecn
bk bR by G Nar : 1 : | Mr. Chairman, good faith is the only basis of confi- | pliedly allowed on the other; and that, as we acquired & gisiate on slavery ountside ol the States | . o

lgment, was the fizst Missouri com-
ttlement of the controversy of the

Brokes, of North Carclina; makiog twenty SBoutbern Senators

b Mz, Masos, of North Carolina, aud
{ Zoulh Carolinm, were the unly two Southiern
wrd who voted againa that bill, while valy four Nortbern
Henators voled [or it, nnd eighleen aguinst it; nnd when it
went to the House of Bopresentatives it pussed that hody by

nid four feom the North,
Mr, Sml

he subject of slawery. [t satis-

vorth beentse it prohibited slivery in the Lou-

itory morih of 46° 20, It satistied the South

because it el wery open south of 567 S0 for ndmie.

slon, ut a# it laid a basis for tho a on of Mis-
eouri y the Union withont the rest=iction of sluvery; |

nad it vai Ged the people of Missour] beenase it autho- |
rized them fo held a Convention to farm a State Constitu- |
tion, witl ntapy elnase in itrestreictive of slavery, withao |
view Lo their admission into tho Uuion |
It was » concession to the Mouth by the Nortlg which |
hed crigionlly eomtencled for the ordinmnce of 1787 for|
Miszcn t
was noconcesdion Glao by North to the pesple of Miv
pouri, wiom 1t authorized to form s State (onstitution
withont the restriction of slavery ; uod it wis a conoession
to the North by the 8duth, which originaily contendsd for |

the admission of slavery into the estire Loaisiana '!'u:'n-’
tory, Missouri included. |
This understani; is agreement, fhese eoncessions, |
this satlenetory -a!l this constitutes, in 10y
mind, & comwpromise, C by what pame you will, an
B CHDBPLCE—unruAJHs Ad-
/) ol compromise ; n settle-
ment by those who had « it to make it o satilement
to their satisfaction; a set eut {or naticval ddvan-
tage, for peace and barwouy, for {ratercal congord, and
for union. |
1 have ealled this compromise the first Missouri coms- |
promise ; aud 1 desire to s, il ut the expense of rope- |
tition, that it ig, in truth and o populsr onderstending
and neceplation, the chilef) the real, the substantisl Mis- |
souri compromise ; and that it is known snd designateld |
48 sugh, not only in common parinnee, but in the writings |
and specchies of our statesmen, vrators, and vther pubiic |
men. i
1t bas Leen #aid that there were no parties who could |

make a comspromise. | think 1 have already, in the course |
But, | ..
»

of my rewaris, shown the error of this nesertion.
for & move direet reply to it, I will relleve and zratify the
Hou=e by rendiog the remarks of Mr. Clay in his ¢peech
ou the lite compromise measures, in snswer tu shwllar
shjection froin Mre, Davis, of Maskachusetts :

te ( Mr. Davi |

¢ The hunerable gemtl

siys Loe re no purties who can make 8 compromis Wiil !
$he Jonn xouse me | ing that this remar 15 tow |
much ol the teelinioa EBlackstone? Noparies® A re |
there nut 2ecet conflicting intervats, conflieting opinions, per.

the whole eount Who are the pe
greatest of oll enmpromises, the Constitutivn of
btates’  There were no techuical parties to that instrumont
but in deliberating upon what was hest for the corntry, aud
pereeiving that there were geeat and eonfliciiog intercsts por

by |

i nud the Constita-

= i= the work of thoir |

bhands—u grost, & memorable, magni it cotapromise, whieh |

indleates to us the cvurse uf dnty when dilY. rences arise which
can only be rettled Ly the spirit of mulual conecision.”

The year after the passage of the Missouri ast the |
people of Missouri, who bud availed thumselves of ite
authority to furm a State eonstitution, eame with
that constitution and presented it to Congress, claim- |
ing the admission of Missouri into the Union. But
the constitution offered un uuexpected obstacle to
her admission. It contuined a proviss, inserted smad- |
oertently, as we are authoritglively luformed by the
chief historian of the compromise, preventing the migea. |
tion of free people of color into that State.  Immedintely
the sogry winds rushed forth from every quarter, and the
gallant ship of State would have besn swallowed up in the
TAgIng moss of waters upheaved from their peoloundest
depths but for the efforts of her noble crew, aml clicily
of him, the master epirit, the genius of Americn, the
great pacifieator, who spake with lips tonclhed with a live
coal from off the altar, and at whose bidding the winds
retired to their eavey and the wuters became travqguil and
quiet as o eleeping babe.

This brings to our view the seeond measnre of the com-
promire—the resolution offered by Henry Clay, which
was not the compromise itself, but a timely net of pa-
triotiem, maintaining and confirming it; and which
amounted to nothing more or less, to use the simple lan-
guage of its nuthor in his gpeech of 1850, than ** 4 decls-
ration of an incontestable prineiple of constitutional law,
that when the constitution of a Btate is violative in its pro-
visions of the Covstitution of the United States, the Uon-
gtitution of the United States ix to be paramount, nnd the
constitution of the State, ia that pavticular, is a nullity
and void." _

Having given so much of the history of the compro-
mise, 1 will ask, sir, by whom was that compromise car-
ried or effected? T say it was effected ehiefly by South.
ern men, and that it waz a Southern measure.  This is a
question of evidence, and must b treated s such.

Mr. Clay, in his speech on his compromise resolutions
in 1850, speaking of the comproiuise line of 36° 30/, says:

« Hut I take the veession to eny that among thews who

od to that ling were a majority of Southern membera,

My friond from Alghbams, in the Senate, (Mr, Kivg,) Mr.
Pinkney, from Mar¥land, and = majority of the Southern
Senatore in this budy, voted in favor of the line of 36° 30°;
and & majority of the SBouthern mewmbers in the other House,
at the head of whom was Mr. Lowndes himself, voted also

. for that line. I bave no doubt that I Jid also; but, as [ was

ik we

| aMiotion of their respective constituents,

| swerve from the patriotie duty whick Liss before them of heal

{ constitutional lnw, and that its effect was to mnintain, to

a vote of one hundeed and thirty-funr w0 forty-two; forly
Southorn Nepresentutives votlng for it nmil thirty-seven
. the compromiva of 1829 hronght about.”

It thus nppears that the compromise of 1520 wasa
moasure advocited by the leading members of the South
in Congress, and that it received the support of South-
ern men as a Southern measare, 1 desire also that it

shioull be noted that it was voted for by Messrs. Browy |
and the balance of the Loulsisnn territory. It l and Jousans, the two ¥enators from the State of Louisi-
1 wun, the State from which 1 appesr here as o Represen-

tative,

It hns beer said, for the purpose of inflnencing men's |
minds by the weight ol persounl suthority, that Mr. !
Clay, if he were here, would raise hig voice in favor of
the bill. I deny it, sir; I depy it, nod plant myseli upon ]
the reaonl. A Clay wae not vne who deposited hi.‘.'ft
opinions on publis matters myuteriously and secretly in
the bosom of suy private men.  Iis mind and his heart
belonged to Lis vouniry, aud he spoke his sentiments
freely and fully to hig country and the world.  What, sir, | |
did he say was the effeet of the compromise of 1820 ¢
Hear his words of the tranguillizing and healing nature
of that measure, uttered while he was coforcing another
and a later grest compromise. Speaking on the late
measure of compromige, Lie says:

1 eefer to historienl instancea occurring in our Govern-
ment to verily me in the conviction I eutertain of the beal-
tng and tranqui'lizing conséquences which would result from | |
the adoption ol this mensure, What was said when the com-
vromise was presed T Then, ne now, it wes dencunced, Then,
as nuw

will not guell the storm, nor give
Moo toan 1t veeatved when it possed *
woms were fired, and every demonstra-
the whole lnnd was made upon the
wuri compromise.”

it was waiid 1 I3

l-- iy
The be

of §i

rang,
|:. thte

10 Wi

And Le then wids some remarks which are so apposite
to the present oeeasion, 30 well caleulated to take away
nll toree from the nppeals made to local prejudices, that
1 must be pardoned for reading and commending them
to the especial eousideration of my Southern brethren:

“ Nor s it true, nd has been uokindly suggested, I thiok,
by the J3enatof who slts by my Loy, (Mr. Haue,) that North-
ori twen were obligad to remain st home, and incur the dis-
plensaee of ssir constitueats. There were Henry Baldwin,
of Fittaburg, Henry Siores, of New Yors, and othors, if 1
had tivae to enumerats thein, who voted for » settlement of
the Missourl quostion, nnd who retiined the eonfidence and
I suppose the Se-
nator was understood, as | onderstood him, to throw out somo-
iLbing by way of taeunoe 1o Northern Senatore, 10 1maake them

ing the sgitation of the sountry. They did not lose the con-
fdence of their country. They mey have in particular in-
stances, but I spoak of thoss of which I had a distinet recol-
leetion.  Yo#, nir, the Mimourl comprotaise was reccived with
arnltation and juy., Not the recoption af’ the treaty of peace
wegatinted ai Chent, nor any other evenl whseh hos ocenered du-
rimg wmy Jorogpeass in public life, evnr gave such unbounded and
wrnirerenl sntinflaction aa the settlement of the Missonri compro-
We may argue from like caures like effacts.”
1t mky be raid that the remarks I have quoted related
to the rosolution of compromise of Henry Clay. 1 answer
by repeatiag that the resclntion was nothing hut-a timely
culmiog declaration of sn incontestible principle of

miiie,

snd

cunfiria, aud enforce the great compromise of 1820,
1 have dwelt, Representatives, ;u-rhar.t too long upon
| the topic of personnl authority. But I know the power
| of the name of that illustrioua citizen—a name dear and
| familiar to the friends of hberty iu both the hemisphores,
and whose fame is more than coinmensurate with the
| boundaries of eivillzation—n name to mention which, in
| 8n American assembly, is to open up the great fountain
of untional afection—a name identifed with the history
of the country, and as immortal as that Union of which
| 113 bearer was, for more than balf a ceatury, the boldest
'| ans most distinguished champion,
| I have now roviewed the history of the Missouri com-
promise, sbown the troe nature and character of that
comprabidse, proved that it wan s Southern measure, car- |
ried by Sonthern votes, nud that iL was heiled ne the har-
binger of peace and harmony to our distructed conutry,
a4 the restorer of amity wnd fraternal feelings between
the people of W1 the seetions of the Union.
When the Missouri compromise was adopted the Uaited |
States owned no territory open to slavery except the Lou. |
isinun territory, purchascd from France. It was accord-
ingly considere] ws o great settlement, in the nature of o
fundamental compact, between the North sad the South,
on the subject of slavery. At that time no one dreamedy
of the yast scqnisitiany since added to our, national do-
maln. And from that periol up to the present session
the compromise hax been regarded as complete and per-
petosl in its character g relation to slavery in the Lou-
isiana territory.
In 1845, when Texax was unnexed to the-United States,
in the third condition and guarantee required of ber for
admission into the Usion hy the jolot resolution of Con-

sx the Missouri eompromise is express!
fa the line of 86° 70" was made nn:.u .'m‘

reflection.
ig the sentiment of several lending pupers of Louisinna.
| But, sir, whatever may be the sentiments of others, it iz
my Eentiment, and T ucter it lere this doy, in my place,
ns o national Hepresentative, nnder all the responsibili-

consequence merely personal to myself.
ken the people by surprise.

voiee bad come up from the seaboard and the eities, no
complaiut or petition bad proceeded from sny State Le-
gislature enlling for the disturbance or repeal of the Mis-
fouri gompromise.

tancons peace offering from the North to the South. Gen-
tlomien of the South, do not suffer yourselves to be de-

whom was the author of this abominable measure em-
wlin it was apfironching its parsage, when being 01'
L

ber eentiments and feelings ?
the North is elear and loud against the repeal.
by the presz in tones of wounded affection, of friendly
remonstrance il expostulation, not unmixed with a just
and natural indignation ngainst the proposed outrage on
goul fuith.
ceedings of public meetings, of numerous associations,
of whoie communities of intelligent men, of patriotic

| dence, the tie which holds men together in society in
(ponce and amily, Oood faith, with kindness, is the in-
| diszoluble bond of brotherhood. Sir, the Missouri com-
| promise bas performed its holy work of paciiention and
‘union. For thirty-four years it has kept the Louisiana
| territory a3 eonseerated ground from the intrugion of fan-
| ntics and political ezitators, Representstives from the
| 8outh and the North nnd the Eoast and the Wast. 1 cail
| npon you, in the name of your country, to maintain the
| faith of vour forefathers. Repesl—or, to borrow the new-
| fangled langnage of theday, declare snperseded—one com-
| promise, and you open the deor for the overtirow of every
| compromise ; snd, looking to consequances, I fear for the
overthrow of that most glorious of compromises, the Con-
stitution of these United States. This, I believe, will be
the sentiment of the pecple of the United States aiter dae
1 am assured and am happy to believe that it

ies that rest upon me, withont the least regard to any

Sir, the elavse in the bill in relation to slavery bas ta-
No primary meetings had
seen held in the agricultural distriets of the Union, no

Tut it is snid that the repeal ia a voluntary and spon-

uded by this unfounded and audacious pretence. Dy

awered to present himself to the country as the embo-
iment’of the North, to act in her behalf and to speak
No, sirs, no; the voice of
It speaks

it faily sounds in onr enrs through the pro-

Htate Legislutures, presented to this House.

In addition to the public evidence of Northern senti-
ment, 1 have seen letters from the most distinguished citi-
zens of the NHorth aldressed to friends on this floer de-
precating the agitation of the slavery quesiion as inju-
rious to the peacs of the country and the stability of the
Union, and appealing to the patrivtism of the South to
discountenance and represy it

Sir, the movement of the repeal did not eriginate in
Northern sentiment, nor was it proposed in the Nebraeka
bills first introduced into Congress, [t was an after-
thonght, nn unhappy nfter-thought, which stands before
the country condemned by the julgment of some of ils
supporters previgusly pronounced sgainst the very agi-
tation it bas produced, ;

The pretence that the provosition for the repeal of tho
Missouri compromise i a volantary and spontaneons of-
fer from the North to the South, however unfounded, is
yet & clear ndmission thut the repeal was not demanded
or asiked for by the South. Bat I go further and say
that, practically, and apart from the consideration of good
faith and the conseguences that would result from its
breach, the Scuth had no interest to move in the matter
of slavery in relation to the Territory mentioned in the
bill.

1t is eonceded that the climate of the Territory so far
north ie uncongenial to the slave, and that the soil is not
gnitahle for the production of those great staples, cotton,
sugar, and rice, in the cuiture of which his lubor can be.
profitubly employed. Under theee ciroumstances, and

idering the ch of land, it is certain that very
few slaves ‘'wouid be carried there. Moreover, the land,
being well adapted to free labor, wonld naturally atteact
to it » large influx of free white laborers, and the Terri-
tory would scon become populous, A constitution, there-
{ore, npon the organization of the Territory into s State,
would in sil probability be adopted excluding the further
admission of alavery into the State, and providing for the
emaneipation of the slaves in it at the time of the adep-
tion of the coustitution. Heoee, for all practical pur-
poscs, slavery woutld be as cffectuaily excluded from the
Territory na if it were expressly prohibited by law.

And now, 1 would ask, what mative has the South to
extend the aren of slavery within the present limits of the
Rewablia? Such sn extension would not furnish desir-
able landa for slave labor, ner would it lead to an increase
of the elave population. We of the South already have
lands suffisient for ouitore by our slaves beyond any num-
ber they can possibly increase to in along series of ages;
and it is well known that the policy of the country is re-
striotive of the increase of a!avea. The number of slaves
in only three miilions, speaking in roond numbers; sod
the slave trade is declared piracy by law. The process
of emansipation, too, is conetanily going on; and freed-
nen aud even slaves are every duy transported to Liberin
at the expense of a liberal portion of our citisene, and

y of citizens of the Bouth. Why, then, this lust
for new lnnds not wanted and not eapable of being used 7
We have our slaves, aud we intend, at all basards, to kesp

future territory, we should apply that line.," "

If the Missouri compromise estublished any principle,

that prineiple, according to my judgment, was the clear
and undoubted right of Congress to legislate for the Ter-
ritory. Now, the unly Territory we then had, the destiny
of which was to be settled by nn act of Congress, was the
Territory of Louisiana, ceded by France, The Missouri
compromize not provided morely for that Territory; and
no one at the time dreawmed of new tervitorial acgnisi-
tious, The assertion, then, that the Missouri compro-
mise line was to be applied to all future nequisitions is
without any evidence to support it. It is a petitio prinei-
pii.  The compromise line of 86° 207 was not o principle,
but su expeldicnt or measure of sound polloy to prevent
strife and disunion; not a provision with a view to foture
acquisitions, but a scttlement of the quostion of slavery
in the Territory of Louisiana. The idea of the adepticn
of the geagraphical line to be appliced to new territory for
all time to come, as Leretofore observed, is mn after-
tlought, springing cut of the views of cerlnin gentlemen
in respect to the rights they claim for the South. But it
has uot been acguiesced in or admiited by the North, as
we see in the case of the Oregon Territory aud of the ter-
ritery recently obtained from Mexico. Nor does the line
of 42 507, in the caxe of Texas, vary or aflect my posi-
tion; for that was stipulated in the joint resolution, aud
wad o matter of special contraet. :
Upon the unfounded assumption that the application of
4 certain line to nll future scquisitions was the principle
of the Missouri compromise, the fullacious argument id
made that the Inte compromise act which rejected that
npplieation is a repudiation of the Missouri compromise.
The rensons for the rejection have been already set
forth, and have been shown to be, practicelly, the exist-
ing Mexiean law exeluding slavery, and the climate and
suil of the acquired territory, which rendered it unfit for
slave labor. Mr. Clay and My, Webster, by whose lead-
ivg influence the cowpromise mensures were carried, both
insisted upon these grounds, and both expressed their op-
position to the extension of slavery in the new Territory.
After pressing upon the South the trath that the adop-
tion of o line would be & recognition of the power of Cen-
gress to legislate for the Territory, to which doctrine the
South, in the mein, avowed its opposition, Mr. Clay said
of a line :
« [ have said that T never eould vote for it myself, and Ire.
peat that I never ean und never will vote, and no carthly
power will ever make me vote, to sproad slavery over territory
whery it does not exist.”

Aud he added these correct and conservative remnrks,
which gentlemen should earcfully weigh, as maintaining
«ood faith in compromises:

« @4ill, if there be a majority who ure for interdicting elavery
worth uf the line, thers oughl to be xmnjority, if justice isdone
to the South, to adinie sluvery sourh of the line. And if there
Lo o majority to accomplish both of these purposes, although
7 sannot concur in their uction, | shall he one of the lust tv ere.
ale uny disturbatice ; 1 whall be ono of the firvt to acquicsce in
et Seginlution, ihknugl it ia contrary to my own judgment and
Lo my eonacience,

Mr. Webster's views were equally explicit. In his wize,
eloguent, patriotic, maguanimous American epecch of the
7th Mareh, be said ke looked upon California and New
Mexico as ‘¢ free by the arrangement of things ordered
by the Power above us;" aud Le continued :

«1 have therefore to aay, in this respect also, that this
country is fixed for freedom to as wany persond aa shall ever
live in it by o less repeniable law thon that which attaches to
the right of holding slaves in Texaa”

And again:

“ bir, wherevor there in a substantive good to be done—
wherever there 2 a foot of land to be prevented from becom-
ing slave territory—I am ready to assert the priuciple of the
exclusion of slavery., [ am pledged to it from the year 1837,
1 have beon plodged to it agnin and again, and I will perform
these pledges ; but 1 will not do any- thing nonecessarily that
wounds tho feelings of others, or that does discredit to my own
uaderstanding.”

And he thus concludes this portion of his epeech:

“Now, Mr. President, I have cetablished, na far na I pro-
posad to do, the proposition with which T set out, and upon
which I intend to atand or fall; and that is, that the whole
territory within the former United States, or in the newly-
aequired Mexican provinces, has o fixed and settled charao.
ter, now fixed and settled by o law which cannot be repealed ;
in the ease of Texas without a violation of publie fuith, and
by no human power in rogard to California or New Mexion ;
that thorefore, nuder vne or othgrof these lawe, every foot of
tand in the States or in the Territorios has aircady roceived a
fixod and decided character.”

From these views of the leading friends of the com-
promise mossures it is clear to me thiat there was no in-
tention to go baek to the Missouri compromise, and to
cpen to the admission of slavery a portion of territory
from which slavery was excluded by express law.

It has been srgued that the prohibition in the eighth
section of Lhe act authorizing the people of the Territory
of Missouri to form a constitution and State gevernment,
&o. ** was intended to apply to all organizations of gov-
eranment, States or Territories.’””  DBut this nppears to me &

puble error.  “ All the ferritory™ is o limited expres-
gion in itsell, Ead is alio neﬁ:mrily limited by :l-luan ::

subject. Congress could not put s restriction as
i.nr;d on o State which, in mpoe':nh its municipal in-
stitutions, iy sovereign, And the true rule in the inter-
tion of a statute is to look to the ohject in view and

and within the Terrvitories. The arguments of the consti-
tutional lawyers of the national school—Clay, Webster,
and others—on this subject are familiar to the IHouse,
and leave nothing to be said upon it. The power rests
upon impregnable grounds—the authority expressly vest-
ed in Eongress to make the necessary * rules and regula-
tions respecting the territory and other property belong-
ing to the United States,” and the treaty-making power,
from which the power of acquiring terrvitory is derived.
Besides, the question hus long been practically eettled.
But the snndsof my glass have nearly run out, and | must
hasten on towards a conclusion. y

The advoeates of the bill argue that the compromise of
1850 establishes the principle of non-intervention, and
therefore supersedes and repeals the compromise of 1820,
But awnre that if this be conceded the Louisiana Terri.
tory would still be left, on their own principles, nnder
the operation of tha treaty and the local law of Louisi-
aun, which, they say, puaranty slavery, snd that this
state of things would be equivalent to the notion of Con-
gress in favor of slavery, they have proposed an amend-
ment to the bill, whick declares. in substance, according
to my understanding of it, that the Territory shall be
henceforth held and deewmed released and set free fvom
the treaty and the local law in favor of sluvery, and bLe
subjeet to the action and control of the people of the
Tarritory in the formation of a State Constitution, Now,
I submit that the amendment proposes an act of inter-
vention, to wit, the sonulling of the existing law, and
thut it is, therefore, inconsistent with the doctrine of
uon-intervention which, it is gaid, is established by the
cempromise of 1850, Ifit be said that the effect of the
amendment is to put the Territery on an equal footing
both as respects slaveholders and non-slaveliol lers, 1 an-
swer if this be granted the amendment is stil]l an act of
legislation, an act of intervention, and that it is inud-
missible to arrive at the desired end—the repeal of the
compromise of 1820—hy means subversive of laws in the
nature of a contract in fuvor of slaveholders. 1In these
remarks I do not intend to be understood as approving
the doctrine that the trealy between the United States
anid France, and the law of the portion of the Tervitory
inhabited at the time of the ratification of the treaty, aro
to be considered as establishing n law on slavery in the
vast uninhabited portion of the Territory., Such a doe-
trine is, in my opinion, wholly untenable. France stipu-
Inted for the existing property of her subjects within her
inbabited territory, nnid for the speedy insorporation of
those subjects into our Union as citizens; but she never
contemplated, and the United States never would have
consented, that the policy of the United States in respect

und settled by her royal will. The object of my argu-
ment on this peint is to show the inconsistency of the
advoentes of the bill on their own premises,
Inflammatory appeals bave been addressed to the South,
based on the assertion that the South has a right to earry
glavery into nny of the Territories of the country. Ibave
alrendy expressed sy opinion ns to the power of Congress
to legislate on slavery outside of the States snd within
the Territories. DBut let us take the assertion as true,
and make a practical application of it to the Missouri
compromige matter, and see whether thero is any just
complaint on the part of the South in relation to it.

The South claims a constitutional right to carry slavery
into & Territory south or north of 36° 30/, Dut the North
claims apd has an equal right to admit ber sons aldo into
a Territory whether south or north of 36° 80/, Here,
then, is n clashing of interests. In this state of things
the question svises: Is it a violstion of the Constitution
for either of the partics to forbear to exercise its right ?
that is to say, for the South to limit the exercise of her
right to the south of the line of 30° 30/, and for the Nerth
to limit tho exercise of her right to the north of the line
of 36° 3077  Buch a forbearance, it is submitted, is not
a violation of the Constitution ; and of this nature is the
Missouri compromise,

It is mrged with great enrnestness upon thoNorth that
Nebrasks and Kansas will certainly be free States; that
the position of the SBouth on the present bill is not, 'an_-
tically, one of power or interest, ns respects these Terri-
tories, but one of feeling and honor, involving her views
of her just and equal rights in the Union; sud that the
repeal of the Missouri compromise is therefore & mere
honorary concession which the North eught, in & spirit of
justice aud fraterusl consideration, unhesitatingly to
make.

To this addreas the North replies: ¢ In 1850, only four
years ago, we settled between us, inn spirit of amity and
mutunl concession, all complaints and differences grow-
ing out of the sulject of slavery. Tle compromise then
adopted bas been faithfully executed, ond bas been at-
tended with all the happy resulta anticipated by the
friendg of the Union. There in now no difference between
us; the compromise which you urge us tp repenl saved
the Union; it has stood for thirty-four years, and i con-
secrated in our affections; it is a monument of the con-
servative character of our republican institutions ; it is n
bond and covenant by which you bave profited, and whish
you ure bound, ad well as ourselves, faithfully to keep
and execute. We pledged our faith to maintain it, and
our faith i# our word of honor. We differ with youn as to
the powers of the (Government in relation to slavery, and
wo are conscientiously opposed to the extension of .sla-
very. We have all due respect for your feelings and

of the question of slavery:

them under our own care snd government, subject to eur

to give the terme employed their obvious and ressonablo

your views of political justice; but we claim and expect

to slavery in the land to be occupied should be controlled |

| Broxawci, now of California, to his brother, J. W. Bro-
navugh, Jr., dated Sult Lake City, July 25, 1852,

“ Salt* Lake City is situated some three miles west of
| the Eastern range of mountains that bound the valley, The
| eity is regularly laid out, in form that of a right angle.

. The equares are immense, and cach house has an acre or

“more of ground attached to it. The bouses are built of

! sup-dried bricks, called adobes, generally one-story high,
but there nre many two-story louses, and a few three-
story. There are two sulpbur springs in the vicinity of
the town, one of which is the warm sulphur, temperature
that of the Llcod, or 98 degrees by the thermometer.
This spring is some two miles north of the town. The
hot sulphur is two miles north of the warm sulphur; tem-
perature near the boiling point., This spring is & perfect
curiogity. It issues from the base of & rock at the foot of
the mountding, and a few feet from where it emerges it
forms a pool deep enough to swim In, then passes above
and under the ground neross the réad, and forms a large
lake which covers more than one hundred neres, 1 no-
ticed duek, curlew, snipe, &o, on the margin of the lake.
Salt Lake, twenty miles distant, is o saturated solution
of salt, It isin view from almost any point without the
city. Thao Mormons collect all their salt from this lake.
It is from 250 to 300 miles in ciroumference and very
shallow, and is slowly receding; indeed, where there is
such sn extensive evaporating surface, the Lake will, in
process of time, dry up; there it no doubt of it. There
are to be seen in it several islands, which are mountain-
ous, and from the distance I see them they luok as high
agany that you gee purrounding the basin.

“Yesterday was the auniversary of the arrival of the
pioneers of Mormonism in the valley of the Great Salt
Lake, The procession was formed as follows: 1st. Field
music; 2d, the Awmerican flag; 3d, o long line of me-
chisuics, earrying the emblems of their trades; 4th, far-
{mers bearing bundles of wheatand onts; bth, s long line
of ull women, with & banner preceding them, on which
was tnseribed ¢ Zion's Daughters,” * our children are onr
glory ;' Gth, grown givls, in white, with straw hats and
blue sashes ; 7th, twenty-four youug men, in black frock
coals and white pantaloons; Sth, twenty-four small boys,
in yellow jackets and white pants; 9th, twenty-four lit-
tle girls in white dvesscs, blue spencers, straw hats trim-
med with pink, and biue belts; 10th, a dragoon company
on foot, blue frock-conts, white pants, Kossuth hats and
plumes; 11th, the bishops of the Mormon church, in
long gowns, each bearing & banaer with suitable h:ncriﬂ;
tions, Delure each company a banner was carried.
this formation the procession moved through the princi-
i pal streets, and then went to the residence of Governor
Young and escorted him to the Taberuncle. The Gov-
ernor took post with his Councellors and the Apostles in
(front of tke Dishops. Arrived at the Tabernacle, songs
and specches were pung and made; after this the pro-
cesuion left the church, and was dismissed opposite the
State House. Balutes were fired during the day from
Temple Block, which is unbgilt, except its southeastern
| fuce, occupied by the Tabernacle.
| *“The Tabernacle is u singular affair, some sixty feet
{ wide by upwards of one hundred in depth. It is one
| story high, shelving roof, with no openings on its flanks,
{ On both its north aud gouth fronts it has two doors and
ttwo windows., The interior preseuts an arched appear-
laneo; there are no passages, the whole floor being occu-
[ pied by pews. 1 attended church last Sunday, and the
*nmnrks from those who spoke were just such as youn hear
|in the States. The essentinl difference hetween the Mor-
'meng and others is that the Mormons go in for an unlimit-
(el pumber of wives, A man can have ng many wives as
|he can couveniently support and satisty. Gov. Younog

has his full share, and has them quariered in different
puris of the town. The State House is & very creditable
edifice, two stories high, and upwards of forty feet square;
the first story is of red rook, second of adobe, and plas-
tored red and white, to correspond with the first story.
The Legislature meets here, sod the Courts hold their
sossions here.

‘ Gov. Young's residence iy the neatest in town—two
st'Triu high, built of adobe, and plastered o light lead
oolor,

“The Mormons treat ns kindly, and profess attach-
ment to the Government of the United States. They look
upon Judge Brocchus as the author of the illibersl re-
ports concesing them. I never was in a place in my
life in which anparently morality of the most rigid kind
is practised like you gee it here. There are no
houses in the town, and swearing on the streets is pun-
ished by a henvy fine. Contrary to my expeotations, I
1find on inquiry the Americans are in n{sme majority in
the Mormon population. Americans &il all the offices.”

Maziva pruicve  Wongixo Max.”"—A class hing risen
up amongst you (the working classes) who get their living
by agitation and organization. They toil not with their
bands, but with their tongues. Tho beer shop is their
factory nnd home. The loom and the plough know them
not, yet they always affect to speak in the name of the
working closses. — Boston Foat.

Dexr Sxow.—The Portland Advertiser says the mo

storm of Thursday last was one of the severeat of the
“ winter storms.” In some ;hou the snow fell to the
dcp‘t:l.or two feet, #o that on Fridsy the trains ceuld not
tra




